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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on 20 January 2004 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) \3 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 . 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-51 and 81-96 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-7.9-1 0.1 2-27.29-30,32-50.81 -89.91, and 93 is/are rejected. 

7) |EI Claim(s) 8.11.28.31,51.90.92 and 94-96 is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) K] The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)K1 The drawing(s) filed on 1/23/02 is/are: a)K accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1, 85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the connection is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1, 121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner, Note the attached Office Action or fomn PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



30 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the request for continued examination and amendment 
filed on January 20, 2004 in which appHcant amends claims 8, 21, 28, 31, 42, 51, 90, adds new 
claims 94-96, and responds to the claim rejections. Claims 1-51 and 81-96 are pending. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities as previously noted in 
Office Action, Paper No. 21 : 

• On page 1, line 18, the between "performance" and "to" should be deleted. 

• On page 4, line 17, "show" should be "shown". 

• On page 7, line 32, "coarse" should be "course". 
Correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-7, 9-10, 12-20, 24-27, 29-30, 32-41, 45-50, 81-89, 91, and 93 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reeves (U.S. 5,740,077) in view of Fisher (U.S. 
5,507,485). 

Reeves (U.S. 5,740,077) discloses a golf round data system including a portable data 
collection unit adapted to be carried by the user for displaying information to the user and for 
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recording data concerning the golf round. Reeves discloses what is claimed in claims 4, 9-10, 12- 
19, 29-30, 33-40, 48-49, and 84. 

Although Reeves discloses a display showing golf information to a user, it does not seem 
to explicitly disclose a device that dynamically generates a graphical view of a selected portion 
of the golf course based on the user's current location; and having a view showing at least one of 
the golf course features as recited in claim 1 . 

However, Fisher (U.S. 5,507,485), like Reeves teaches of a golf computer device that 
records a golfer's score, statistical data, and other data relating to a golf game. Therefore, Fisher 
and Reeves are analogous art. Fisher additionally shows: 

Regarding Claims 1, 7, 32, 86, 87, 88, 89, 91, and 93: 

• dynamically generated a graphical view of a selected portion of the golf course based 
on the user's current location, said dynamically generated view including a portion of 
the golf course between the user's current position and the cup for the hole currently 
being played; or the dynamically generated view is from the current location of the 
user; or the dynamically generated view is from the vantage point of the user (Figs. 
4a-4c, 5, 21, 23, Column 1, lines 6-19, Colunm 3, lines 39-45, 55-60, Column 4, lines 
10-15, Column 9, lines 19-23, Column 10, lines 54-62, and Column 12, lines 8-9); 

• a graphic display to display the graphical view of the selected portion of the golf 
course, the graphical view including at least one of the golf course features (Figs. 4a- 
4c, 5, 21, 23, Column 1, lines 6-19, Column 3, lines 39-45, 55-60, Column 4, lines 
10-15, Column 10, lines 54-62, and Colunm 12, lines 8-9). 

Regarding Claims 2 and 26: 
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• the course data is transferred to the data collection unit via a wireless communication 
link (Column 6, lines 10-14, Colunm 7, lines 5-13). 

Regarding Claims 3, 27, 32, 45, 46, and 85: 

• the wireless communication link is a cellular telephone data channel (Colunm 5, line 
52-Column 6, line 14, Column 7, lines 5-13). 

Regarding Claims 5 and 25: 

• the course data is transferred to the collection unit from a file accessible via the 
Internet (Column 9, lines 42-44). 

Regarding Claim 6: 

• the course data is transferred to the data collection unit by installing removable 
memory media to the data collection unit (Column 6, lines 10-14). 

Regarding Claims 20 and 41 : 

• the microprocessor is further adapted for voice recognition of at least one selected 
word (Fig. 5 (39), and Column 6, lines 46-62). 

Regarding Claim 50: 

• the graphic display is adapted to indicate the region on the course within which the 
ball v^ll probably rest following the user's next stroke taking into consideration a 
club selected by a user and the predetermined skill level (Abstract, Fig. 5, 23, and 
Column 11, lines 5-15). 

Regarding Claim 47: 

• the stroke data is transferred from the cellular radiotelephone to a data file accessible 
via the Intemet (Column 5, line 52-Column 6, line 14, Column 7, lines 5-13). 
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Regarding Claim 48: 

• the same limitations indicated in Claim 29 except that the portable golf round data 
system is a cellular radiotelephone that conmiunicates on a cellular network (Column 
5, line 52-Colunm 6, line 14, Column 7, lines 5-13, Column 9, lines 42-44). 

Regarding Claim 49: 

• the same limitations indicated in Claim 30 except that the portable golf round data 
system is a cellular radiotelephone that communicates on a cellular network (Column 

5, line 52-Column 6, line 14, Column 7, lines 5-13, Column 9, lines 42-44). 
Regarding Claim 81: 

• the data processor is external to the cellular radiotelephone and the data processor is 
operatively connected to the cellular radiotelephone through wireless data transfer 
(Column 6, lines 10-14). 

Regarding Claim 82: 

• at least a portion of the data storage is external to the cellular radiotelephone (Column 

6, lines 10-14). 
Regarding Claim 83: 

• the display is a proportional graphical map (Figs. 4a-4c). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
applicant's invention, to incorporate the enhancements of the interactive golf game information 
system of Fisher in the golf round data system of Reeves. Doing so enables a golfer to access 
golf analysis, statistics, predictions, advice and golf course data utilizing a graphics display 
enhancing the player's golfing experience. 



Application/Control Number: 09/739,503 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3713 

Furthermore, regarding Claims 1, 7, and 93, Fisher teaches, "a golf computer which 
includes means for automatically locating the position of the cart and/or golfer at any position 
on any hole or within any golf course. In addition, the golf computer advantageously includes 
means responsive to said position location (of cart and/or golfer) for automatically updating the 
computer's graphical display to show the geographical feature of immediate interest to the 
golfer." (Column 3, lines 55-60). Still further. Fisher discloses, "means for providing multiple 
selectable views of each hole, including bird's eye, and straight ahead (golfer's perspective) 
views of the entirety of the hole and the approach to the green (i.e. between the golfer and the 
hole on the green), as well as, a detailed view of the green including its topographical features 
such as slopes." (Column 4, lines 10-15, and Column 9, lines 19-23). Lastly, in reference to 
figure 21, "Display state 280 is the normal" state to which the replay unit retums after executing 
any of functions 281-286. In state 280, the screen displays a portion of the golf course 
surrounding the present position of the ball. The player can execute a change view command . 
282 in order to select an appropriate magnification— i.e., whole, approach or green— and to select 
an appropriate perspective— i.e., straight ahead or bird's eye. After selection of the desired view, 
the replay unit retums to the display state." (Column 10, lines 54-62). 

5. Claims 21-23 and 42-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reeves (U.S. 5,740,077) in view of Fisher (U.S. 5,507,485) as applied to claims 1-7, 9-10, 12-20, 
24-27, 29-30, 32-41, 45-50, 81-89, 91, and 93 above, and ftirther in view of Lobsenz (U.S. 
6,030,109). 
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Reeves in view of Fisher teaches that as discussed above with regards to Claims 1-7, 9- 
10, 12-20, 24-27, 29-30, 32-41, 45-50, 81-89, 91, and 93. Reeves in view of Fisher seems to 
meet all of the applicant's claimed subject matter with the possible exception of: 

Regarding Claims 21 and 42: 

• the stroke register includes a microprocessor adapted to receive and recognize 
telemetry signals emitted by telemetry equipped golf clubs. 

Regarding Claims 22 and 43: 

• the telemetry signals include sounds emitted by a telemetry-equipped club when a 
stroke is taken with said club. 

Regarding Claims 23 and 44: 

• the telemetry signals include radio signals emitted by a telemetry-equipped club when 
a stroke is taken with said club. 

Lobsenz (U.S. 6,030,109) teaches of a golf scoring system in which one or more sensors 
are positioned in close proximity to the location where a golf club strikes a golf ball in 
connection with a golf shot. Lobsenz teaches: 

Regarding Claims 21 and 42; 

• the stroke register includes a microprocessor adapted to receive and recognize 
telemetry signals emitted by telemetry equipped golf clubs (Abstract, Figure 1, and 
Column 2, line 28-Column 3, line21, and Colunin3, line 53-Colunin 4, line 21). 

Regarding Claims 22 and 43: 
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• the telemetry signals include sounds emitted by a telemetry-equipped club when a 
stroke is taken with said club (Abstract, Figure I, and Column 2, line 28-Column 3, 
line21, and Colunnn3, line 53-Column 4, line 21). 

Regarding Claims 23 and 44: 

• the telemetry signals include radio signals emitted by a telemetry-equipped club when 
a stroke is taken with said club (Abstract, Figure 1, and Column 2, line 28-Column 3, 
line21, and Column3, line 53-Column 4, line 21). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
applicant's invention, to incorporate the golf scoring system of Lobsenz in the golf round 
information system of Reeves in view of Fisher. Doing so enables the golf scoring system of 
Reeves in view of Fisher to automatically count the numbers and types of strokes taken by a 
player during the course of a round of golf and for processing, displaying, and transmitting 
information based upon such count either in real time or after play has concluded. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 8, 11, 28, 31, 51, 90, 92, and 94-96 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed January 20, 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive with regards to claims 1 and 93. 

8. Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection to claims 1 and 93 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Reeves (U.S. 5,740,077) in view of Fisher (U.S. 5,507,485). 
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Regarding claim 1, applicant alleges the examiner has misconstrued the term "dynamically 
generating". That is, dynamically generating a graphical view of a selected portion of the golf 
course based on the user's location such that the views are generated "on the fly" and change to 
fit what the user would actually see from the user's vantage point. Applicant alleges neither 
Reeves nor Fisher, alone or in combination teaches or suggests claim 1. Applicant alleges 
Fisher, "merely selects one of only three possible pre-loaded views that 'best fits" the user's 
position on the golf course." The examiner respectfully disagrees. The three possible pre-loaded 
views that applicant refers to are on the front page of the patent and in Figs. 4a-c. These figures 
only show one of multiple selectable views of the hole, that being the birds eye view. However, 
as previously stated in Office Action, Paper No. 19, the examiner believes Fisher teaches 
dynamically generating a graphical view of a selected portion of said golf course based on said 
user's current location, said dynamically generated view including a portion of the golf course 
between the user's current position and the cup for the hole currently being played. Specifically, 
as mentioned above. Fisher teaches, "a golf computer which includes means for automatically 
locating the position of the cart and/or golfer at any position on any hole or within any golf 
course. In addition, the golf computer advantageously includes means responsive to said 
position location (of cart and/or golfer) for automatically updating the computer's graphical 
display to show the geographical feature of immediate interest to the golfer." (Column 3, lines 
55-60). Still further. Fisher teaches, "means for providing multiple selectable views of each 
hole, including bird's eye, and straight ahead (golfer's perspective) views of the entirety of the 
hole and the approach to the green (i.e. between the golfer and the hole on the green), as well as, 
a detailed view of the green including its topographical features such as slopes." (Column 4, 
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lines 10-15, and Column 9, lines 19-23). Lastly, in reference to figure 21, "Display state 280 is 
the normal" state to which the replay unit returns after executing any of fimctions 281-286. In 
state 280, the screen displays a portion of the golf course surrounding the present position of the 
ball The player can execute a change view command 282 in order to select an appropriate 
magnification— i.e., whole, approach or green-and to select an appropriate perspective-i.e., 
straight ahead or bird's eye. After selection of the desired view, the replay unit returns to the 
display state." (Column 10, lines 54-62). Therefore, the combination of Reeves and Fisher 
renders the claimed invention obvious. 

9. For the reasons discussed hereinabove, the examiner maintains the rejections stated in 
Office Acfion, Paper No. 19 to claims 1 and 93. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier conmiunications fi'om the 
examiner should be directed to Scott E. Jones whose telephone number is (703) 308-7133. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 6:30 A.M. - 5:00 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Teresa Walberg can be reached on (703) 308-1327. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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